APPENDIX 


SUMMARY OF INTERVIEWS 



Tills summary is a result of interview with Richmond Police Officer Benjamin Therriault 

at the scene on 09/14/14 and his interview with Richmond Police Detective Daniel Garcia and 
Contra Costa County District Attorney Inspector Darryl Holcomb at the Richmond Police 
Department on 09/14/14 at 0300 hours. 

got off work on 09/13/14 at approximately 11:30 pni and drove to Uncle Sam’s Liquor 
Store to purchase a beer. He goes to the store on a daily basis after work. He arrived at 
approximately 12:15 am on 09/14/14. He parked his vehicle directly in front of the store and 
immediately saw a man (Richard Perez) walking toward the door of the store. said he does 

not know Perez. He saw Officer Jensen appear and tell Perez to stop. approached the 

entrance of the store and saw Jensen take Perez to the ground by wrapping his arms around his 
upper body. He estimated that he was approximately 3-4 feet away from the incident. saw 
Jensen on top of Perez and attempting to restrain him by placing is hands behind his back and 
hand cuff him. said Jensen was never able to get his handcuffs out of their holster. 

He heard Jensen tell Perez approximately four times to “Stop resisting” and “Just stay down”, 
however Perez continued to struggle with Jensen on the ground. 



During the altercation 
were on the ground, 
resisting, 
back so 


recalls seeing ail Asian male approach Jensen and Perez while they 
assumed the subject knew Perez because he was telling Perez to stop 
assumed the subject was going to help the officer but Jensen told him to get 
decided to go about his business and not lend assistance to the officer. 
proceeded to the threshold of the door of the store which he estimated to be approximat ely 10 
feet away. Perez was still resisting Jensen’s arrest. 
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im told Officer Therriault that he saw Perez grab Jensen’s waistline and duty belt and pull it 
towards him. He told Therriault that at one point during the incident Perez grabbed Jensen’s 
holstered firearm. 


When was interviewed by Detective Garcia and Inspector Holcomb he told them that Perez 
was “starting to get the upper hand on the officer”. He said Perez was turning on to his right side 
and his hand was on the officer’s side. He told the Investigators “1 don’t know' if he w<as trying 
to get his gun or what but he W'as on his side”. then demonstrated his observations with 

Det. Garcia. acting as Perez, was face down while Garcia, acting as Jensen was on top of 

HU HUH rolled on to his left side. At this moment he believed Perez was getting the upper 
hand on Jensen. He then saw Perez’s hands on the officer’s right side, where his fireann is 
located. 


lyUwalkcd into the store and looked out from a window of the store and saw that Perez and 
Jensen stood up and were approximately 3 feet away from each other. The officer was backing 
up at a “medium pace”. ^^^H impression was that Jensen was trying to get away from the 
suspect. 

told Officer Therriault that Perez charged the officer, but ^^H fold Det. Garcia and 
Inspector Holcomb that he could not see Perez since his view was blocked by a potato chip stand 
and assumed he was charging at Jensen. said Jensen then shot Perez three times in rapid 
succession. 



Hi saw Perez come to the door of the store moaning with blood on his shirt. Perez entered the 
store and fell to the ground. Jensen kept people outside of the store and called for backup. Hi 
said a crowd then began to gather. 

M closed his interview with Det. Garcia and Inspector Holcomb by saying “He’s just doing 
his job. Dude threatened his life... he had no choice” “He was trying to get that man’s gun. 
That’s what it was. lie had no choice man. He came at him. He had no choice.” 


HI sa id he does not wear glasses or contacts and he was not under the influence of any alcohol 
or drugs at the time he observed the incident. 
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School Berkeley City College 


This summary is based upon statement to Richmond Police Detective Hector Esparza 

and Contra Costa County District Attorney Inspector Jeff Soler on 09/15/14 at 2:15 PM and her 
statement to the Investigator on 01/05/15 at 3:40 PM at the Richmond Police Department. 

fm witnessed the shooting, but left prior to being interviewed by the Investigators. She video 
recorded three ten second segments of the altercation between Jensen and Perez, hut did not 
capture Jensen shooting Perez. grandmother urged her to contact the police and inform 

them she had recorded the incident. 


said she was at Uncle Sam’s Liquor Store on 09/14/14 to purchase snacks and drinks. She 
said she goes there every night because it is the only one open w'hen she gets off work around 
12:15 to 13:30 AM. was alone when she went to the store. 


m pulled her vehicle up and parked directly in front of Uncle Sam’s facing east toward San 
Pablo Ave. and Kennedy High School. She observed the normal loiterers in front and she 
walked into the store. She obtained her items to purchase and walked to the register at the front 
of the store. ^^Jsaid Perez walked up behind her and did something behind her and then 
“came to her side”. She said she learned of this conduct by Perez when she watched it on KTVU 
News. She said he was “acting weird”. She said he leaned tow'ard her and she felt like he was in 
her personal space. As the sales clerk was helpingthe other sales clerk was telling Perez 
to leave the store. surmised that something happened earlier at the store involving Perez 

and they wanted him to leave, said the clerk said he was going to call the police. Perez 

pulled out his metro phone and dialed 911, but did not call the police. He handed the phone to 
the clerk for him to call the police. The other cashier went outside to waive down a police 
officer who was in front of the store. said Perez never said anything to her while in the 
store. She said when he spoke to the clerk Perez sounded drunk, on drugs or mentally disabled. 
His speech was slurred and mumbled and he was belligerent. 


Perez went outside with the officer and completed her purchase. She looked out the door 
from the register and saw Perez and Officer Jensen in front of her car. said her sight was 

clear and there were no obstructions. She looked through the door and saw Perez was sitting on 
curb facing Jensen. Jensen was in street facing Perez and the store. 


said she got her change and walked out the door. She said she now saw Perez and Jensen 
on the ground and that she had to step over them to get to her car. She told Det. Esparza that she 
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does not know how the altercation started, but she heard Perez tell Jensen “you’re not going to 
arrest me”. She said Jensen was trying to handcuff Perez, but Perez was resisting his arrest. 

said she did not hear Perez say anything, but heard him grunting and mumbling. She said 
she heard Jensen tell Perez to stop resisting arrest. She heard say “don’t resist, don’t, stop 
resisting” twice. 


described that Perez was on his chest and then “somehow flipped” on his back and Jensen 
was on top of Perez. She said Perez “is just resisting” and “they are playing handsies”. She 
elaborated as to her meaning of “handsies” and said Perez had his hands on Jensen and didn’t 
want handcuffs on him. She said Jensen was trying to get Perez’s hands. She demonstrated to 
the Investigator by partially extending her arms simulating Perez’s actions. She said Perez was 
forcing Jensen back and “It was obvious he was resisting arrest.” 


H| sa ^ S ^ 1C h caL 'd Jensen tell Perez to slop resisting arrest and she heard Perez mumble 
something about wanting to leave. got into her car, rolled down the window and began to 
video the altercation with her ceil phone. She thought to herself, “now he is resisting too much” 
and that Perez’s actions were going to cause him to get “tazed”. She initially said she never saw 
Perez hold on to Jensen’s arms, but corrected herself that he was holding on to Jensen’s arms 
while resisting. She said Perez was trying to push Jensen off of him with his hands and was 
doing so in an attempt to avoid being arrested. 

|H said she does not know who let go of whom first, but both Jensen and Perez both stood up. 
She said Jensen was to the left side of the front door of Uncle Sam’s and Perez was to the right 
side of the door. Jensen was in between Perez and the store and they were “arms-length away” 
from each other, which she estimated to be three to four feet away from each other. Jensen then 
reached for his gun and fired at Perez. She said she thinks she heard four shots. said she 

did not see Jensen walk toward Perez and did not see Perez walk toward Jensen. She said it 
looked like Perez was going to go toward the door of store. After Perez got shot he stumbled in 
to the store. Jensen then got on his radio and said “Shots fired this location”. 


said that during the altercation a Hispanic or Asian male; eighteen-twenty five years old; 
skinny; wearing glasses approached Jensen and Perez from the Taqueria. He touched them and 
was trying to help the Jensen, but Jensen told him to get hack and the person complied 

said she never saw Perez hit or kick Jensen, but it did appear that he was resisting arrest, 
said she cannot say whether or not Perez grabbed the Jensen’s gun. She said she did not 
see any movement by Perez towards Jensen’s belt. She also said she never saw Jensen hit, use 
his baton, pepper spray. Taser or canine on Perez. She said she never saw Jensen pull Perez to 
the ground and does not know how they ended up on the ground. 
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m said Perez did not have a weapon and does not know what happened In the store before she 
arrived but “He didn’t do anything to nobody from what I seen”. 


m said she did not know any of the witnesses that were present at the scene, but there was 
another person standing by Nancy’s Nail Shop recording the incident from about eleven to 
twelve feet away. She said after the shooting she drove away because she was scared. Her 
grandmother then convinced her to call the police and inform them that she had video recorded 
the altercation. 


said she recorded two ten second segments of the altercation when in actuality, she 
recorded tliree segments. Each of these recordings was posted on Snapchat which is a soc ial 
media application for photos and video recordings. The maximum time a video can be posted on 
Snapchat is ten seconds. She estimated five seconds elapsed between the first and second video 
recordings. She said it was during this time that the shooting occurred. She was unable to record 
the shooting. She said the first video was from the driver’s seat of her car and the second video 
was shot from out of the car while standing at the interior door frame. said she did not 

post video anywhere else other than Snapchat. 


used the term “fighting” intermittently for “resisting" during the interview with Det. 
Esparza and Inspector Soler. The Investigator asked to elaborate on a comment she made 
to Det. Esparza that Perez was “resisting too much”. She told the Investigator “You should not 
resist.” “He was just resisting” “Squirming too much.... That’s resisting too much for me”. 
K9 agreed that once a person is placed under arrest, one should comply. 


said she believes the Jensen and Perez were struggling for one to two minutes before she 
began recording. 



This summary is based upon^^^^^ statements to Richmond Police Officer Khoa Nguyen at 
the scene on 09/14/14 and to Richmond Police Detective Eric Garcia and Contra Costa County 
District Attorney Inspector Darryl Holcomb on 09/14/14 at 3:31 AM at the Richmond Police 
Department. 

went to Uncle Sam’s Liquor store on 09/14/14 shortly after midnight to purchase beer. 
She was in the store for approximately three minutes when Officer Jensen arrived and began 
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speaking with Perez outside. She has known Perez for six to nine months and they met at Uncle 
Sam’s. referred to Perez as “Petey”. She said Petey lives in the neighborhood of 

Uncle Sam’s and that he consumes a lot of alcohol. 

Illlllllj heard “scuffling”, “confusion” and “wrestling on the ground” outside of the store. She 
told Ofe. Nguyen that she could not see what was occurring because there were shelves blocking 
her view. She was at the register furthest from the door. She told Det. Garcia and Inspector 
Holcomb that Petey was fighting back with the police and that she recognized his voice. She did 
not sec Petey at the store prior to her arriving to make her purchase. She said Jensen kept telling 
Petey to “calm down, calm down”. She said Jensen said this twice in a firm voice. She then 
heard Peley say “1 am gonna flip you”. explained this to mean as if someone is on lop 

of a person and the person flips them off of them. 

HU purchased her beer and then heard 3-4 gun shots. She dropped to the ground. She told 
Officer Nguyen she heard Petey say “Aaw fuck, he shot me”. stayed on the ground for 

a moment and then got up hesitantly to see what occurred. She saw' Perez on the ground in the 
store trying to breathe. Jensen was in the doorway trying to secure the scene, telling people to 
stay back. She said no one could leave or cotne in the store. She heard Jensen say something to 
the effect of a police involved shooting on his radio. 

said she saw Petey between 6:00 PM and 7:00 PM at the store on the night of the 
shooting. She said he had been drinking and was ttying to get alcohol from the store on credit. 
She elaborated by explaining that he was trying to obtain alcohol without paying for it at the 
time. She said that “when he gets drunk, he gets aggressive” and vocal. 

said she had been drinking earlier in the evening on 9/13/14. She said she consumed 
one beer between 6:00 PM and 7:00 PM and she had not used any drugs. 


Home: 

DOB: 

Cell: 


This summary is based upon^^^^l statement given to Richmond Police Officer Ruben 
Mungia at the scene on 12/14/14 and his statement to Detective fine Haupt and Inspector Dave 
Lewellyn on 09/14/14 at 5:23 AM. 


said he went to Uncle Sam’s Liquor store will 

to purchase some medicine for a sore throat. I Ie was a passenger seated in the 
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right rear passenger seat JJuick. He told Del. Haupt and Inspector Lewellyn that as 

they pulled up to the store they saw what they though was a street fight. He and m 
exited the vehicle and walked to the front of the store on the south sidewalk of the street. He told 
Officer Mungia that he heard someone yell “get on the fucking ground” and a male voice yelling 
“I’m not doing anything”. told Officer Mungia that he then heard a struggle but did not 

see anything. 

told Det. Haupt and Inspector Lewellyn that he heard Jensen swearing at Perez and tell 
him “Mother fucker get on the ground”. He also told them that Perez was moving around on the 
ground but stopped when the Jensen told him to do so. 

told Det. Haupt and Inspector Lewellyn that he saw Jensen pull his gun wliile Perez was 
on the ground, on his back with his arms up and yelling “No, no, no, no”. He told Officer 
Mungia and Det. Haupt and Inspector Lewellyn that he saw Jensen stand over Perez and shoot 
him three times. 

and hid in front of 3320 Cutting Blvd. and looked toward Uncle Sam’s. He 

told Officer Mungia that he saw a white police officer with short black hair drag the body into 
Uncle Sam’s Liquor store. However, he told Det. Haupt and Inspector Lewellyn that he saw two 
officers on scene and he saw one officer drag the body into the store. He said “He shot him for 
no reason”. 



said he stayed at 3320 Cutting until the police arrived. He said never got out of 

the car, but^^^^^J was with him during the incident. 

Officer Mungia noted in his report that while standing in front of 3320 Cutting Blvd. one’s view 
east of 3320 Cutting is obstructed by a concrete wall. He documented that^^^^f statement 
regarding seeing the officer drag the individual into Uncle Sam’s is impossible because Uncle 
Sam’s located at 3322 Cutting cannot be seen where was standing. 

told the Investigators that he saw a witness, -who he assumes was a friend of the Perez, 
next to the officer and Perez during the shooting. He described him as a white male, 
approximately 18 years old, skinny wearing a red baseball cap and black clothing. He also said 
there was a black female who was present and witnessed the incident. 



No phone 
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This summary is based upon statement to Richmond Police Officer Loren Bates at the 

scene on 09/14/14; her statement to Richmond Police Detective Eric Haupt and Contra Costa 
County District Attorney Inspector Dave Lewellyn on 09/14/14 at 6:12 am and to the 
Investigator on 01/05/15 at 2:15 PM at the Richmond Police Department. 


said on the night of the incident she was driving her car with her boyfriend, I 



was in the 


right front passenger seal was in the right rear passenger seal. 


Hm said she arrived at Uncle Sam’s Liquor store on 09/14/14 at approximately 12:11 or 12:12 
AM. She told the Investigator that she pulled up to south curb of Cutting Blvd, just cast of 
Nancy’s Nail Salon located at 3320 Cutting Blvd. She recalls parking by trash can and was 
facing east toward Interstate 80. She said her purpose for going to Uncle Sam’s was to get some 
cigarettes. 


told Officer Bates that as she pulled up to the curb to park she heard two gun shots and 
saw Officer Jensen standing in front of Uncle Sam’s. She said she did not see the shooting, who 
fired the shots or any events that led up to the shooting. She told Officer Bates that she did not 
see Perez. Officer Bates documented in his report that had an obstructed view due to 
multiple vehicles parked between her and the front of the store. 

In statement to Det. Haupt and Inspector Lewellyn she said that when she pulled up she 

“saw the officer on the guy”. She said Jensen was on top of Perez oil the ground, but said they 
were not fighting. She said Perez was face down and Jensen was holding him. She said Perez 
had his hands behind his back and Jensen had his knee on top of Perez. said she never 

saw any handcuffs. She told the Det. Haupt and Inspector Lewellyn that Perez was resisting but 
he was not Bailing his arms or kicking. and were getting out of the car when 

she heard two gun shots. She looked up and saw Jensen stand back. She did not see Perez, but 
she said told her he ran into the store. 

When the Investigator interviewed she said she saw Perez facing the street and Jensen 

facing the store. They were a few feet from each other. She heard three shots and then Perez ran 
into the liquor store. Jensen backed up three steps and said something on his radio. 

ppm told Det. Haupt and Inspector Lewellyn that she saw a person standing next to Perez and 
Jensen whom she described as a white male in his twenties wearing all black and a black cap. 
There was also a black woman with blonde hair in front of her during the incident. 

said there was only one officer on scene during the shooting. The Investigator asked her 
if she saw the officer stand over Perez and shoot him or if she saw the officer drag Perez into the 
store. She said she did not see Jensen stand over Perez and shoot him and she said Perez ran into 
the store. She said she never saw Jensen and Perez stand up, nor did she see Jensen hit, kick or 
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use his baton, pepper spray, Taser, or use a canine on Perez. also said she did not see 

Jensen pull Perez to the ground, nor did she see Jensen shoot Perez. 

She said she remained in the car until after the incident. She exited her car and began to walk 
toward the scene. Jensen told her and others to back up. She complied and stayed there until 
other officers arrived. 

said she spoke with^^^^^| after the incident. She said he told her the same account 
of what she reported to Det. Haupt and Inspector Lewellyn. She said had a good 

view of the shooting because he was by the trash can in front of Nancy’s Nail Salon. said 

her view was obstructed. 

told the Investigator that later in the day on 12/14/14^^^^^^ told her he saw Jensen 
shoot Perez. He said he did not see Perez reach for Jensen’s gun. She also told the Investigator 
that she never saw Perez strike or kick Jensen. She never saw Perez grab Jensen’s gun and she 
did not hear Perez say anything to Jensen. 

said she never spoke with about the incident. 



This summary is based upon statement to Richmond Detective Eric Haupt and Contra 

Costa County Inspector Dave Lewellyn on 09/14/14 at 3:00 AM at the Richmond Police 
Department. 

picked up and stopped at Uncle 

Liquor store to purchase some Motrin on 09/14/14. She pulled her vehicle up to the curb and 
parked by a trash can in front of Nancy’s Nail Shop at 3320 Cutting Blvd. She saw an 
altercation in front of Uncle Sam’s from her vehicle as she pulled up, which she initially thought 
was drug addicts or alcoholics lighting. She then realized that one of the people was a police 
officer. 






to lock the doors and stay in the car. 


I walked to the front of her car 


which was within 25 feet of incident and both Jensen and Perez were on the ground. She said 
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“The guy (Perez) on the ground was tussling. All he had to do was be still”. She said Officer 
Jensen was on one knee trying to control Perez. Perez was squirming around and got onto his 
side. She could see Perez’s face. She heard Jensen tell Perez to “be still”. said she 

screamed to Perez to “Be still. Just stop. Just stop fighting”. She said Jensen was moving 
around trying to keep Perez down on the ground. 

then told the Investigators that a “weird guy with glasses” approached Jensen and Perez. 
She thought he was a friend of Perez’s. The person knelt down next to Jensen and Perez. Jensen 
told him to get back while he was continuing to struggle with Perez and keep him down. ££| 
said she next heard no more than two to three gun shots. She hit the ground and stayed there for 
a moment. She got up and saw blood, but did not see Perez, but she assumed he ran into the 
store. saw Jensen and described the look on his face as though he was in shock with what 

had just occurred. Jensen told those in the store to remain in the store and those outside the 
store to stay out. ran back to her car and heard the “weird guy with the glasses” say “my 

friends gonna die”. 

said a car had pulled up directly behind her before the shooting and a Mexican male with a 
pony tail exited this car. This person was manipulating a phone to record the incident. She said 
he held it up in a manner consistent with video recording. said there was also a female, 

another Hispanic with while tee shirt and in the car. She said the person with 

the pony tail who was recording the incident was arguing with Jensen when left the scene. 

said she knows Jensen from past police incidents with him, however she did not know his 
name. She said Jensen has given her leeway in many incidents in the past and would talk with 
her as opposed to taking enforcement action. 

said in her estimation from the time she pulled up to the store to the time the shots were 
fired, approximately 2 minutes expired. never saw Perez strike Jensen and did not see 

Perez try to take the officers weapon or pull on it. She also did not hear Perez say anything to 
Jensen. 


said she had not been drinking or under influence of drugs during the time of the incident. 


II. 


Home: 
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This summary is based upon statement to Richmond Police Detective Eric I lauptand 

Contra Costa County District Attorney Inspector Dave Lewellyn on 09/14/14 at 3:30AM. 


ifim^ is a friend of Richard Perez and refers to Perez as “Pelcy”. said he was hanging 

out with Perez “all day” on 09/13/14. He said Perez come over to his residence at approximately 
4:00 PM. Perez had a tali can of Mickey’s beer with him. His speech was “slurred’ and he was 
“stumbling”. said Perez had an “attitude”, but did not elaborate. said Perez 

“hung out” with at him and^^^l had one 12 ounce beer with Perez. initially told the 

Investigators that he was not impaired. 


ym said he and Perez went over to Uncle Sam’s at 7:00 PM because Perez wanted an 
alcoholic beverage. walked to Uncle Sam’s with Perez “as a friend”. Perez did not 

have any money and wanted to get the alcohol on credit. Perez began begging for money outside 
of Uncle Sam’s. Perez entered the store and remained outside. While in the store Perez 

became involved in a verbal altercation with a store employee about obtaining alcohol on credit. 
Perez walked across the street to where the owner of Unde Sam’s resides. said he docs 

not know what took place at the owner’s residence. Perez walked back to Uncle Sam’s and one 
of the employees told him to leave. The employees then told H|| to get Perez to leave. 

told Perez to leave because he felt Perez would not want any trouble. He said because 
Perez had been drinking he was not listening to him. He said “He was drunk. Wasn’t listening to 
me” and that he should have just left without Perez. Nonetheless, Perez did end up leaving with 
IMMC m* sa 'd somehow Perez got a bottle of an alcoholic beverage from a store 


employee. 


said he and Perez returned to 


residence where they ale and drank beer. lie said 


they did not use any marijuana or other drugs. He said they consumed a DiGiorno’s pizza and 
girlfriend made a chicken and rice dinner. They “hung out” and watched movies, 
said Perez was very loud during the evening and wanted more alcohol. 



m and Perez left residence at approximately 11:00 PM. tried to walk 

Perez to Perez’s residence but Perez “stumbled” back toward Uncle Sam’s. He said they walked 
to the liquor store which takes about 10-15 minutes. said he was standing outside of the 

store while Perez walked into the store. He told the Investigators that he believed that if Perez 
was “by himself, I thought the worst could happen”. said a “commotion” started in the 

store and walked away from the scene. said he was “pretty impaired” which is a 

contradiction from his initial statement that he only had one beer and was not impaired. 


said the police arrived as he was walking away. said be w'anted to get home and 

did not want to get involved, but he wanted to see what was going on with Perez. When he 
walked away, he got to the “second building” and heard Perez screaming and “the other guy 
screaming”. said the “Police showed up really quick as 1 walking”. He said the situation 
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was getting escalated and he did not want to be part of it. said a police officer came over 

to him and talked to him. He said he got handcuffed and taken to the Richmond Police 
Department. 

It did not appear that was being forthcoming with his statement to the Investigators. He 

told them that from the time Perez went into the stoic until the lime he spoke with the 

Richmond Police Officer, he did not sec or hear what happened in front of the store. He also 
said he did not hear any gunshots. He also said he never saw Officer Jensen and Perez on the 
ground. 

Dct. Haupt told he did not believe his statement. said he was handcuffed '‘for 

standing there obviously”, but Dct. Haupt said it was because he gave the officer a “hard time”. 

asked the Investigators to tell him what occurred, but they refused to tell him and they 
again told him they thought he was being untruthful with them. then admitted that he 

had more to drink than he initially said. He and his girlfriend shared a twelve pack of beer. 

| was very hesitant to tell the Investigators what he witnessed. again said he was 

impaired and that he suffers from anxiety. He said he was too impaired to remember what 
happened. said he wanted to speak with the detectives later so he could have time to 

recollect what occurred. He asked for the phone numbers to call them later. 

On 09/15/14 at 10:47 AM called Inspector Lewellyn. He asked Inspector Lewellyn why 

he was given a citation on 09/14/14 by Richmond Police. said he had no recollection of 

what occurred. told Lewellyn he had no further information regarding the incident with 

Jensen and Perez. 



This interview is a summary interview with Richmond Police Detective Daniel 

Garcia and Contra Costa County' District Attorney Inspector Darryl Holcomb at the Richmond 
Police Department on 09/14/14 at 4:19 AM. 

statement was difficult to understand since his English is limited. His primary 
language is Arabic. 
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m was working at Uncle Sam's when the incident occurred. He said Perez was 
intoxicated and came to him in the store and asked him for liquor because he did not have any 
cash. said Perez wanted him to give him alcohol without paying for it, on credit. 

Perez left the store and returned three times. On the last occasion was in the back of 

the store. He came to the front of the store because Perez was bothering the employees of the 
store. saw Officer Jensen in front of the store and told him about Perez, who was 

standing next to^^^^H inside the store. 


Perez went outside the store to talk to Jensen. Jensen told Perez to sit down and he asked him for 
his identification. returned to the back of the store. The cashier at the register in front 

of the store that Perez tried to run away from the officer. came back to 

the front door and saw Jensen and Perez fighting in front of the store. 

feSfflSlB demonstrated to the Investigators that Perez was face down and Jensen was on top of 
him. Perez rolled on to his left side and he heard Jensen say “Don’t move. Don’t try to fight 
me”. said Jensen was trying to “lock him” or handcuff him. demonstrated 

with putting wrists together. lie also demonstrated Perez flailing his arms to avoid being 
handcuffed. said Perez was strong and stood up. He demonstrated Jensen wrapping 

his arms around Perez from behind as Perez was getting up. 


Perez was able to stand up. Jensen backed up and Perez came toward the officer. pSIliallll 
demonstrated walking toward the officer. saw Jensen draw his gun and shoot Perez 

three times. assumed the first round was a warning shot in the air. 

ftjWWppJ told the Investigators that lie did not see Perez hit Jensen and did not hear the Officer 
or Perez say anything to each other. He said Perez conics to Uncle Sam’s every day to purchase 
food and something to drink. has never had to call the police on Perez and he has 

never caused problems before. 


told the Investigators that lie suffers from diabetes and has poor vision. He wears 
glasses for reading but was not wearing them at the time of the incident. 
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This summary is based upon 
Erie Smith on 10/02/14. 


recorded phone call with Richmond Police Sergeant 


Sic spoke at an event publicly aboutRichard 

Perez, in which she recounted statements Perez had made that he would be killed before his next 
birthday and it might occur at the hands of the police. Richmond Police Captain Gagan became 

aware mBHUH statements and assigned Sgt. Smith to interview B^PPlpMSSSi 

pp^jjfclgglB said she spoke with Perez on At that time he 

told her he would be dead in a year because all good Americans die by the time they turn twenty 
five. told Sgt. Smith that Perez told other people that he would either die by a 

police officer or a gun and would forever be in a liquor store. She told Sgt. Smith all three 
happened. 

BBHMfl said that Perez struggled with anxiety and turned to chemical dependency. 

(BBBI^HI to ld Sgt. Smith that she has heard rumors at her place of employment and in her 
hometown about Jensen’s integrity. She said she did not petition anyone for the 

information. She said that people told her that Jensen works out which is a 

fitness facility which said she opened up when it was new. She added IhatBI 

and she is being approached about "their dirty 
stuff’. did not elaborate. She said “He (Jensen) is lost”. 

said that during a DUI checkpoint Perez’s vehicle was searched and a gun was 
recovered in the trunk and he was arrested. said this incident was the beginning of 

the end She said he could not catch a break and was quite disappointed. She 

said he was later arrested for DUI and began to self-sabotage. 


next said that Perez shot a gun off 
where he had been living. This resulted in an arrest by Richmond Police Department. B 
M said the more he was “harassed” by the Richmond Police Department the more lie 
continued to screw up his life. 


S^mm surmised that Jensen lost his temper on the night of the incident and that his ego 
got involved. She said Jensen should have chosen another option other than using his firearm. 
She said he has credibility issues based upon what she is hearing from others in her area. 


(BflBHflSI said that when Perez began to self-sabotage he would gel angry and lose his 
temper. His mother liked her house perfect. Perez lived with and off since he 

was 19 or 19 14. Out of concern for other family members, husband told Perez 

he had to leave due to his temper and his behavior. So he lived 
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9/14/14. 


was not present and did not witness the events at Uncle Sam’s Liquor store on 


K. DR. ARNOLD JOSSELSON 

Tin's summary is based upon Dr. Josselson’s testimony at the Contra Costa County Coroner’s 
Inquest on 12/10/14. The inquest was held at Contra Costa County Superior Court; 21020 Ward 
Street. Martinez; Department 1. 

.losselson is a Medical Doctor who specializes in forensic pathology. He said he conducted the 
autopsy on Richard Pedro Perez III on September 15, 2014. Josselson said when an autopsy is 
conducted an external examination of the corpse is done, followed by an internal examination. 

External Examination 


Josselson said the examination of t he external surface of the body is for any injuries or natural 
disease process that may be present. He said Perez had a lot of blunt force injuries. A blunt 
force injury could be a bruise on the surface of the body, or an abrasion, which is a scraping of 
the skin on the surface of the body. He said Perez had quite a few blunt force injuries consistent 
with a physical altercation. 

Josselson pointed out that there were bruises located on the right knee, left knee, right forearm, 
left forearm, right thigh, left ankle, and lower abdomen. 

Josselson said there were scratches present on Perez’s body on the left shoulders, right ankle, 
right palm, right wrist, right thumb, right knee, right lower leg, and left forearm. 

Josselson said that all of the blunt force injuries on Perez were consistent with injuries that were 
suffered during a physical altercation. 

Internal Examination 


Josselson said that an internal examination occurs when he opens the body cavities and looks at 
all the organs to look for injuries and natural disease processes that may be present. 

Josselson said he discovered three gunshot wounds to Perez’s body. He elaborated that two of 
the gunshot wounds were fatal and one was non-fatal. He explained that all three bullets went 
through the body, meaning the bullets entered and exited the body. 

Josselson explained the first fatal gunshot wound. He said the bullet entered the left chest, passed 
through the left chest cavity, passing though the left lung, and passing through the aorta in the 
chest. He said the aorta is the major blood vessel in the body and that it originates in the heart 
and supplies blood to the rest of the body. Josselson continued describing the trajectory of the 
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bullet and said it next entered the right chest cavity, passing through the right lung. It then 
deflected off of a rib in the right chest cavity and went up through his right upper arm. Josselson 
said the path of the first bullet was left to the right, from front to back and in a downward 
direction. 

Josselson next explained the second fatal gunshot wound. He said the bullet entered the left 
chest laterally which means toward the outside. He said it travelled through the left lung, then 
entered the abdominal cavity, through the spleen, through the liver; exited the left side of the 
abdomen through the lower part of the back. Josselson said the second bullet traveled from the 
left to right and front to back. 

Josselson next explained the third gunshot wound which he said was non-fatal. He said it entered 
on the left side of Perez’s abdomen, but did not enter the abdominal cavity. The bullet passed 
behind the right femur, which is the large bone in the leg and exited on the back of the right 
thigh. Josselson said the third bullet traveled left to right and front to back and in a downward 
path. 

Josselson next testified that the cause of Perez’s death was one gunshot wound to the chest and 
one gunshot wound to chest and abdomen. 

Josselson testified that Perez’s toxicology at the time of his death included: 

• Blood alcohol content of .247 which is three times the .08 level of someone to be driving 
under the influence of alcohol. 

• Low level of Clonazepam which is used to treat seizures. 

• Therapeutic level of Fluoxetine which is an antidepressant drug. 

• Therapeutic level of Diphenhydramine which is Benadryl. 

Josselson said a therapeutic level is a level one would expect on someone who takes the drug for 
a medical reason. Essentially, it is a person not abusing the drug. 

L. LT. LOUIE TIRONA 

The Investigator met with Lt. Tirona on 01/14/15 at 2:25 PM at the Richmond Police 
Department. Tirona is the Criminal Investigations Division Commander and has been in this 
position for three years. He also serves as the primary firearms and tactics instructor. He has 
been a firearms and tactics instructor with the department for seventeen years and the primary 
firearms and tactics instructor for eleven years. 

Tirona told the Investigator that due to his position within the organization he has specific 
knowledge regarding Jensen’s officer involved shooting. As the Criminal Investigations 
Division Commander he oversaw the criminal investigation. 
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Tirana said officers at the Richmond Police Department train with firearms monthly and qualify 
annually. They separate monthly training from annual testing of firearm proficiency. 

Tirana provided the Investigator with a copy of Jensen’s firearm training and qualifications prior 
to the shooting on 09/14/14. The most recent training and qualification occurred on 08/23/14. 

On that date Jensen qualified with his Wilson 1911 CQB. This is the firearm Jensen used when 
he shot Perez. The qualification was Pass/Fail and Jensen passed. 

Tirana elaborated that the training was a force on force training which is scenario based. The 
officers use simmunition, which is non-lethal training ammunition, or air soft pistols. Officers 
are placed in role play situations and have to navigate through a given scenario and employ 
proper uses of force and decision making. Jensen passed this training. 

Tirana said Jensen’s firearm is within Richmond Police Department policy. He said Jensen 
personally owns his firearm and it is not issued by the department. 

The Investigator informed Tirana that Richmond Police Officer Grivetti’s report indicated that 
Jensen’s firearm was loaded with Winchester 45 FMJ (full metal jacket) hollow point 
ammunition and asked if it was within department policy. Tirana said there is a discrepancy in 
the description given by Grivetti pertaining to the ammunition loaded in Jensen’s firearm. 

Tirana clarified the discrepancy by explaining that the ammunition was actually Winchester 
jacketed hollow point ammunition; 45 caliber; 230 grain and not full metal jacket. He said 
Richmond Police Department uses full metal jacket for training purposes due to cost savings and 
they issue hollow point for duty use/field deployment. Jensen was carrying Winchester 
ammunition. 

Tirona told the Investigator that 1 Zi years ago the department was issuing the ammunition 
Jensen was carrying for duty use. The Investigator told Tirona that Jensen indicated that the 
ammunition he used was old. Tirona said that was a correct statement. Tirona said the 
department currently issues a similar round: Federal HST hollow point which is of similar 
design. Approximately 1 Vi years ago the department switched from Winchester to Federal 
ammunition due to nationwide shortages cause by military deployment in the Middle East. 

Tirona said Jensen was within department policy by carrying the Winchester ammunition. 
Richmond Police Department policy requires officers to carry factory loaded 230 grain 
ammunition. It does not specify brand. If officers chose to, they could purchase their own 
ammunition as long as it is factory loaded and 230 grain. 

Tirona also oversees use of force training and had Jensen’s most recent use of force training. He 
said the department conducts use of force training several times each year which is scenario 
based training. The training places officers in scenarios in which they must interact with role 
players and their decision making and application of force is evaluated. The trainers critique the 
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officer’s performance in order to ailow them more opportunities to experience high levels of 
stress and quick decision making skills which are difficult skills to obtain unless they are 
practiced. Tirona said Jensen went through this training the week of 08/18/14. 

M. OFC. WALLACE JENSEN 

This summary is based upon Jensen’s statement to Contra Costa County District Attorney 
Inspector Jeff Soler and Richmond Police Department Detective Hector Esparza on 09/14/14 at 
6:35 AM at the Crown Plaza Hotel in Concord, California; his testimony at the Contra Costa 
County Coroner’s Inquest on 12/10/14 at Contra Costa County Superior Court, 21020 ward 
Street, Martinez, California, Department 1; and his statement to the Investigator and Richmond 
Police Department Lieutenant Brian Dickerson on 01/14/15 at 11:25 AM at the Richmond Police 
Department. Jensen’s legal counsel, Terry Leoni, from Rains Lucia Stem was present during 
each of the statements. 

Prior to the interview commencing on 01/14/15, the Investigator advised Jensen of the nature of 
the investigation, who would be conducting the interview, who was in charge of the investigation 
and that the interview was being recorded. Lt. Dickerson advised Jensen of his constitutional 
rights per Miranda which Jensen waived. Lt. Dickerson then advised him of the Lybarger 
decision and that he was compelled to answer questions during the interview. 

Ms. Leoni stated that she received a notice from Lt. Dickerson advising Jensen of the 
investigation but claimed that Lt. Dickerson did not comply with 3303(c) GC by providing them 
with the scope of the investigation. She further said that she and the Investigator spoke prior to 
the interview and that the scope of the interview would be limited to policy, training and less 
lethal options. The Investigator clarified for Ms. Leoni that she was informed, as a courtesy 
before interview, that these were issues the Investigator shared with her that would be discussed 
during the interview but that the scope of the investigation was Jensen’s use of force on 
September 14, 2014. 

The Investigator advised Jensen that he was aware that Jensen was interviewed by Contra Costa 
County District Attorney Inspector Jeff Soler and that the Investigator was aware of the 
Richmond Police Department policy regarding administrative investigations pertaining to officer 
involved shootings. The Investigator advised that he had reviewed the recording and report of 
his interview with Inspector Soler and that the Investigator had witnessed his testimony during 
the Coroner’s Inquest. The Investigator told Jensen the questions would primarily pertain to 
material not discussed in either of those venues and that it was not his intention to question him 
regarding topics he had already addressed, but that he may ask him to clarify some of his 
previous statements. 
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Jensen is currently a police officer with the City of Richmond Police Department. He has held 
this position 2007. Jensen currently has a collateral duty as a Canine Officer, which he has held 
since January of 2012, and another collateral duty assignment as a member of the Crisis 
Negotiation Team, which he has held since 2013. Jensen was also a previous member of the 
department’s Mobile Field Forces Unit from 2011 to 2012. He receives regular ongoing training 
to maintain his skills in both of those arenas. Jensen attended the Police Academy at the Napa 
Valley College Criminal Justice Training Center and successfully graduated in June of 2007. 
Jensen is a 2006 alumnus from San Francisco State University with a Bachelor of Art in 
Criminal Justice. 

Jensen is currently assigned to patrol operations and works the “junior graveyard” shift, which is 
Friday through Monday between 9:30 PM and 7:30 AM. He is assigned to “Beat 3” which is in 
the southern district of the City and encompasses Uncle Sam’s Liquor Store. A beat is an area of 
the City that establishes borders for responding to calls for service and officer staffing. The 
borders of beat 3 are Ohio Avenue to the City of El Cerrito from north to south and Carlson Blvd 
to San Pablo Ave east to west. 

The Investigator asked Jensen a multitude of questions regarding the training he has received 
pertaining to the use of his canine, his position on the Critical Negotiation Team, defensive 
tactics, firearms and deadly force. The following is a summation of the information Jensen 
provided: 

Canine Training 

Jensen attended the Canine Patrol Course at Golden Gate Canine in Dec 2012. This training 
encompassed 200 hours of instruction on the use of a police canine. In addition, Jensen receives 
sixteen hours of additional canine training each month. The trainings occur on the first Thursday 
of each month, for 6 hours, and then on the third Thursday of each month, for 10 hours. The 
training covers different aspects of the use of the canine, handler protection, civil finds in which 
the canine finds a person but does not bite, narcotics training, article find training, door pops in 
which the handler deploys the dog remotely and they train on the use of canines during a pursuit. 

The training on the first Thursday of the month is conducted by Frank Romano from Golden 
Gate Canine. Romano also holds the position of the Richmond Police Department canine trainer. 
The training on the third Thursday of each month is conducted by Richmond Police Canine 
Coordinator Officer Doug Hembree. The Richmond Police canine unit supervisor is Sergeant 
Mike Rude. 

Crisis Negotiation Team Training 

Jensen has been on the Crisis Negotiation team since the summer of 2013 and he completed the 
Basic Hostage Negotiation training in March 2014. This is a 40 hour class sponsored and 
approved by the California Commission on Peace Officer Standards and Training. Jensen said 
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the training covers “how to talk someone out of a bad situation”. He said he learned to talk 
people down from potentially dangerous or stressful situations. He said it “could be domestic 
situation, barricaded subject, suicidal subject” or those that have fled from the police or avoiding 
arrest; armed or unarmed. He said the ultimate goal is to not use force and resolve the situation 
peacefully while keeping everyone safe, including the subject whom the officer is talking to, 
citizens and the officers. Jensen said communication is a large part of the training. 

Defensive Tactics Training 

Jensen said he received defensive tactics training while in the Napa Police Academy. He 
receives additional defensive tactics training from the Richmond Police Department every two 
years. He said he last received defensive tactics training a “few weeks before the shooting”. 
During that training he received training on performing “reap take down” tactics. This training 
was conducted by the Richmond Police Department defensive tactics trainers. Officer Steve 
Andertich and Officer Earnest Lucas. 

Firearms Qualification and Fireanns Training 

Jensen said that he qualifies with his firearm once per year. He said the last time he qualified 
prior to the shooting was in March or April 2014 and he successfully passed. Jensen said he 
carries a Wilson Combat CQB 45 Cal. which he personally owns. This was the firearm he 
qualified with in March or April 2014 and the firearm he used in the shooting on 09/14/14. 

Jensen said he carries Winchester 45 caliber ammunition. He said he was carrying this 
ammunition on the night of the shooting and that it was old department issued ammunition. 

Jensen said he also participates in departmental range training on a monthly basis. He carries a 
personally owned Safariland tactical holster which is authorized by the department. Jensen had 
to personally purchase his own holster because he carries a personal firearm as opposed to a 
department issued firearm. He said he has not received his holster back from the criminal 
investigators and assumes it is still in evidence since it was seized on the night of the shooting. 
Since then he has had to purchase a new holster. 

Jensen said he also attended Close Quarters Combat training in March or April of 2014. This 
was a ten hour training day conducted by the Richmond Police Department. He successfully 
passed this training. 

Use of Deadly Force Training 

Jensen said he received numerous hours of training regarding the use of deadly force at the Napa 
Police Academy. He estimated he received over forty hours of training at the academy. He has 
also received numerous hours of in-service training at the Richmond Police Department on the 
use of deadly force. When he was first hired at the Richmond Police Department he had to go 
through forty hour training course with a handgun and four hours with a shotgun. He has also 
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attended two forty hour classes with the patrol rifle. This totaled eighty hours of training with 
the patrol rifle. Also he has had use of force training in briefings. 

Jensen said that when he was on the Mobile Field Force Team he attended in-service department 
training which covered use of force situations. 

Jensen said that a few weeks prior to the shooting he had “force on force training” in the back lot 
of the police department. He explained that this training involves “shoot-don’t shoot scenarios” 
and he successfully passed this training. 

The Investigator asked Jensen based upon his training what is the threshold an officer must reach 
before he makes the decision to use deadly force. He replied “If my life or someone else’s life is 
in danger”. 

September 14. 2014 at Uncle Sam’s Liquor Store 

Jensen said that he arrived for work on 09/13/14 at approximately 9:20 PM and briefing started 
at 9:30 PM. He is usually on the street by 10:00 PM. As usual, he was assigned to Beat 3 and 
has been assigned to that beat for the past year. He had his canine partner. Axel #178, with him 
for this tour of duty. Jensen said he was wearing a standard Battle Dress Uniform (BDU) for the 
Richmond Police Department. He uses a nylon duty belt which holds his firearm. He is right 
handed and he uses a Wilson Combat CQB 1911 firearm. He does not wear glasses. He was 
driving a black and white Richmond Police car, #25, and was utilizing the call sign “One King 
Three” (1K3). Jensen said he was not on any medication that would impact his ability to 
perform as a peace officer. 

Jensen said that he was asked by his Lieutenant within the week prior to 09/13/14 to monitor 
Uncle Sam’s for subjects loitering in front of the store. People would buy alcohol in the store 
and drink it in front of the establishment. There are posted signs for no loitering and not to 
consume alcoholic beverages in front of the store. There had been a loitering problem at Uncle 
Sam’s earlier in the year, but Jensen’s persistence of being around and contacting individuals in 
front of the store resolved the problem. His practice was to drive by the store once and find out 
who was in front of the store. He would determine if people were coming or leaving the store. If 
loiterers were present, then he would make contact with them to find out who they were. He 
would ask them to move on and told them that if he saw them in front of the store again he 
would take further action, up to and including arrest. Jensen said just his presence and asking 
people to move on had been successful. He had not seen the loitering problem lately and had not 
made any arrests in front of the store. He elaborated that from February 2014 to August 2014 
there were no problems. 
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During briefing on 09/13/14 Jensen’s Lieutenant asked him during the course of his shift for that 
weekend that he drive by Uncle Sam’s to see if anyone was loitering in front of the store. If so, 
to make contact with them and make any arrests if possible or let people know that the loitering 
was not tolerated and that he would take any enforcement action necessary. 

Jensen made it a point to drive to Uncle Sam’s at some point during his shift on 09/13/14. At 
approximately 12:15 AM on 09/14/14 he advised dispatch he would be on a “10-59” which is a 
self-initiated “security check”. He did not ask for a back-up. He parked his patrol vehicle 
around the comer of Uncle Sam’s in (he 500 block of Stege Ave. so that if there w'as anybody 
loitering in front of the store he would catch them by surprise. He left his canine in the car with 
the vehicle running and with the air conditioning on. He had the windows up so that no one 
could do any harm to his canine. Jensen was unsure how many calls for service he handled prior 
to this incident, but he said the activity was steady. 

Jensen exited his vehicle and walked west onto Cutting Blvd. from Stege Ave. He said at that 
point there was no one was in front of the store, but he did notice four individuals just past the 
store toward Carlson Ave. He elaborated that they were at the midpoint on Cutting Blvd. 
between Stege Ave. and Carlson Ave. Jensen passed by the front door of Uncle Sam’s and as he 
got closer to the individuals he made eye contact with the lone female. She told Jensen that they 
were leaving and she told the remaining people in the group that they had to leave. All four got 
up and left. Jensen had no issue with their action. 

Jensen then turned around and began walking eastbound on Cutting Blvd. His intention was to 
walk back to his patrol car and leave in order to continue with his patrol duties for the remainder 
of his shift. As he reached the entry door to Uncle Sam’s a person from within the store, who he 
believed was the owner or an employee, said “Excuse me officer”. Jensen turned to look and he 
recalled the person to be a Middle Eastern male. He told Jensen “this guy is causing problems” 
as he was pointing into the store. There were several patrons in the store and Jensen was unsure 
who the employee was referring to so he asked him “Who?” The employee pointed to a male 
wearing a grey shirt. 

Jensen was outside of the store and asked the subject (Richard Perez) to come outside of the 
store and to sit on the curb. He complied with Jensen’s request and said something 
unintelligible. Jensen noticed his speech was slurred and was not sure who Perez was speaking to 
or what he was saying. lie said Perez had an unsteady gait and was swaying from side to side. 
Jensen walked around Perez and stood in front of him and took out a field interview (FI) card. 

Jensen said Perez’s hands were in front of him but that he was animated. Perez told Jensen his 
address Jensen asked him if he had an identification card and Perez replied 

“No”. Perez then asked Jensen if he was being detained or if he was under arrest. Jensen told 
him he was being detained. Perez next told Jensen that he had just been arrested they day before 
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and “that Chinese mother fucker took my ID and all my stuff and didn’t give it back”. Jensen 
assumed he was referring to Richmond Police Officer Matsui who also works beat 3, but on 
swing shift. 

Jensen got on his police radio, utilizing his lapel mic, and asked to speak with Matsui on Channel 
2, their non-emergency channel. Channel 1 is monitored by dispatch and patrol officers and 
detectives use that channel as the primary communication channel. Channel 2 has a dispatcher 
assigned to it and is used for running wants and warrant checks, vehicle registration checks and 
general information exchange. 

Matsui’s call sign was Three Lincoln Thirteen (3L13). Both officers (Jensen and Matsui) 
switched from Channel 1 to Channel 2 on their radios. Jensen asked Matsui if he was near Uncle 
Sam’s liquor store and Matsui said he was at the Police Department booking evidence. Jensen 
told Matsui he acknowledged his transmission, and as he was speaking with Matsui, Perez stood 
up and started to walk away from Jensen. He was walking westbound on Cutting Blvd toward 
Carlson Avenue. Jensen told the Investigators that he told Perez to sit back down, but Perez said 
“screw this, 1 am leaving” or something to that effect. During the Coroner’s Inquest Jensen said 
he recalled Perez replying by saying “Fuck this. I’m out of here. I’m done”. 

Jensen was behind Perez and he grabbed a hold of his right arm and Perez pulled away from him. 
Perez was facing away from Jensen and Jensen next grabbed the collar of Perez’s shirt with his 
left hand and stuck his leg out and pulled Perez back toward him. Jensen said this maneuver is 
referred to as a “reverse reap take down”. Perez fell to the ground and Jensen fell on top of the 
subject on the sidewalk in front of Uncle Sam’s. Jensen said Perez’s head was closer to the 
building and his feet were toward the street. Perez was on his back and Jensen was on top of 
Perez, on his knees, trying to gain control of Perez’s arms in an attempt to put him in another 
control hold and put him into handcuffs and stop him from fighting. “I was struggling to gain 
control of his hands”. Jensen told Perez to “stay on the ground” and “stop resisting”. He said 
that he told Perez this “a bunch of times”. Jensen does not recall Perez saying anything back to 
him. 

Jensen said “At some point he (Perez) started to get up and, you know, I was pushing him back 
down”. Jensen reached up to his lapel mic with his left hand to ask for a cover unit by saying 
“route me one” while he had his right hand on Perez’s right shoulder. Jensen did not hear a 
response and later discovered that he was still on Channel 2. The weight of Jensen’s torso was 
over Perez’s body. While he was asking for a cover unit Perez’s legs were bent and his feet were 
planted on the ground. Perez began to roll and tried to stand up. Jensen could feel Perez’s 
knees on his side as he was struggling to keep him down. Jensen put his left hand back down 
and was struggling to gain control of Perez. Perez’s resistance caused Jensen to reengage 
Perez’s arms. 
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Jensen does not know how long he and Perez were struggling at this point but he felt it was a 
long time and he was starting to get tired. Perez pushed Jensen off of him and was able to 
partially stand up, but still bent over. He and Perez were face to face and Jensen performed a 
“front reap throw” or “judo throw by grabbing onto the subjects arm or the sleeve of his shirt”. 

He said he could not recall which he grabbed onto. Jensen said he stuck his leg in front of Perez 
and threw him over his hip. Perez fell on his back and Jensen landed on top of him. “He was 
able to grab a hold of my left arm. I was struggling to gain control. He grabbed my left arm 
with his right hand and I was struggling to gain control of his left hand or arm. He was trying to 
push me off of him the whole time. I continued to tell him to stop resisting”. Jensen and the 
subject’s heads were pointed east, toward Steve Ave. 

Jensen said Perez was “flailing his arms” and “using his legs to spin around on the ground” in an 
attempt to get away. Jensen’s knees were on the ground again. He said “I have a Taser that I 
couldn’t get to because he had my left aim”. Jensen said he was trying to free himself from 
Perez’s grip. “I also carry a large Streamlight flashlight in my sap pocket. I couldn’t get to 
that”. Jensen said he carries this in his left side pant sap pocket below the larger pocket. 

As Perez and Jensen continued to struggle, Perez was able to free his left aim from Jensen’s 
hold. “He starts to roll to his right side in an attempt to stand up”. Jensen said he was still on top 
of Perez and he used his right hand to push on to Perez’s shoulder to keep him down on the 
ground. Jensen said his right hand was on Perez’s shoulder area or chest. Perez still had control 
of Jensen’s left hand. Due to the subject spinning around on the ground, his head was now 
facing north toward Cutting Blvd. Jensen told the Investigators “As I am keeping him on the 
ground, waiting for cover to get there, I feel him pulling on my gun. And I know it’s my gun 
because I feel my holster moving on my leg. So when I felt that I immediately reached back and 
I put my hand on the grip of my gun and it was on top of his hand. He had ahold of the grip of 
my gun.” Jensen said Perez had his left hand on his gun. He was pulling the gun toward his 
head in an upward motion. “He was pulling strong, pulling hard”.... “I pushed down on the grip 
of my gun in an attempt to keep it holstered so he could not pull it out and kill me with my own 
gun”. 

During the Coroner’s inquest Jensen stated “So I then looked down and I see Mr. Perez’s left 
hand on the grip of my gun and he’s pulling the firearm. So he’s pulling my gun up. I could see 
the hood on my holder being stretched in a direction it’s not supposed to go. At that point, 
fearing that Mr. Perez was attempting to gain my firearm from my holster in an effort to kill me, 

I pushed back down on top of Mr. Perez’s hands to keep my firearm holstered”. 

Jensen pulled his left arm away from Perez’s grasp while he still had his left hand on Jensen’s 
gun. Jensen and Perez both started to stand up while Perez was still holding on to Jensen’s gun. 
Jensen’s decision to stand up was to distance himself from the subject. “As I am standing up, he 
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is standing up and he is still holding on to my gun trying to pull it from my holster”. Jensen and 
Perez are still face to face. “Fearing that he was trying to take my gun to kill me, I pushed him 
back with my left hand. I hit him in the chest. It was enough to get him to break the grip on my 
gun. At that time I drew my gun from the holster out to about the retention position and he 
charged towards me. So when he charged towards me, I thought he was trying to come after my 
gun to take my gun away from me. So I fired one round”. Jensen said that round was fired from 
the retention position. Jensen said they were “a couple of feet” from each other. He said as 
Perez charged toward him Perez’s hands were coming towards Jensen and the only thing in front 
of Jensen was his gun. “I just got him free from my gun. He was trying to take it out of my 
holster. So he is going after my gun. So, believing he is going after my gun to take it from me to 
use it on me, I fired one round”. At the Coroner’s Inquest Jensen said “My concern was that 
Mr. Perez would attempt to take my firearm and use it against me to kill me”. 

Jensen said he did not know if he hit Perez with the first round, but here was a pause. Perez did 
not back up. “He stood his ground. He was planted”. “After the first round I started to back up 
to distance myself’. Jensen believes he was starting to “punch out” his gun in a “semi form of 
retention”. “He (Perez) charged towards me again in the same manner. I fired a second round”. 

Jensen distanced himself some more from Perez and fully extended his arm out toward Perez. “I 
pointed my gun at him again and I told him to stop. He charged again and that’s when I fired the 
third shot”. Jensen said he believes the third shot struck Perez in the chest because Perez 
grabbed his chest and bent over. Jensen distanced himself some more and observed Perez’s 
actions. Perez then stumbled into the store. 

Jensen keyed his radio and said “shots fired”. He did not get a response from the dispatcher and 
he realized he was still on Channel 2. He switched to Channel 1 as he walked toward the 
entrance to the store and said that shots were fired. Jensen was walking into the store and saw 
blood drops on the ground. He followed the blood drops on the ground with his eyes and he saw 
Perez was down on the ground. He got on the radio and said that shots were fired and the subject 
was down and he requested an ambulance - Code 3 (Emergency response with lights and siren). 
He does not know when, but he knows at some point he told the dispatcher on the radio that he 
(Jensen) was fine. 

Jensen said he stopped firing after the third shot “to assess the situation”. Perez “stopped 
engaging me” and Jensen determined the threat had ended. Jensen said he never had control of 
the Perez. “I was afraid he was going to take my gun and kill me”. 

Jensen did not know how much time transpired between the first takedown and the first shot 
fired but he was fatigued and breathing heavily. He said he was trying to catch his breath as fast 
as he could. “I know he went down (after the third shot) but I didn’t know if he was going to get 
back up and the fight was going to be back on”. At the Coroner’s Inquest Jensen testified that 
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from the time the struggle first began until the shots were fired was approximately one minute. 
Jensen said he knows this because of dispatch information. He elaborated that between the time 
he arrived at Uncle Sam’s, and the time he advised shots fired, was two minutes. 

Jensen does not recall Perez saying anything after he was shot. He said he vaguely recalls Perez 
grunting as though he was in pain when he grabbed his chest. 

Jensen secured the scene and said he believed there were witnesses present during the struggle. 
He heard people’s voices after the shooting and said when he was struggling with Perez there 
was a white male wearing a black hat and black shirt and blue jeans. He came over, called Perez 
by name, and told him to stop fighting, but he was pulling Perez away from Jensen instead of 
helping Jensen. Jensen did not recall what name he called Perez. Jensen told him to back away 
and he complied. He said that after the shooting he pointed this person out to Officer Diaz and 
told him that he witnessed the shooting. 

Jensen said he did not recognize Perez and does not recall if he had ever dealt with him before. 
He also did not recall Perez using or possessing a phone while he was dealing with him. 

The Investigator asked Jensen if he was injured during the altercation with Perez. He said he did 
not think he was injured or suffered any scrapes, but does not recall. He does not recall any 
abrasions on his knees. He said his uniform was torn on the left rear sap pocket. He discovered 
this when he got home after the incident. He does not know how it was tom and does not recall 
it being tom before the incident. The pants were not collected by investigators and he is not sure 
if the pants are in his locker or at his residence. 

The Investigator asked Jensen a series of questions regarding the equipment he was carrying on 
his duty belt on the night of the shooting. He said he was carrying ammunition magazines in 
holsters, four keepers and a baton ring, a Taser, two handcuff cases, police radio, a small Surefire 
flashlight, keys, firearm, firearm holster and pepper spray. He carried a Streamlight flashlight in 
his left sap pocket. He also has a “door pop” button on his belt which is a remote activation 
button to open the back door of his patrol car so his canine can get out of the car. Everything he 
was carrying was within department policy. 

The Investigator then asked Jensen questions regarding specific pieces of equipment: 

Baton 

Jensen said he had a baton ring on his duty belt but was not carrying a baton. He said 
“Department policy at that time didn’t require us to carry a baton” however, since the incident 
the policy changed. He said Deputy Chief Brown issued an email that officers are now required 
to carry an impact weapon. An impact weapon is a baton or an ASP (Armament Systems and 
Procedures) baton. 


_59_ 

City of Richmond February 27, 2015 

CONFIDENTIAL ATTORNEY-CLIENT PRIVILEGED 
INVESTIGATIVE REPORT 







Chemical Agent 

Jensen said he was carrying pepper spray on his belt. Jensen said he did not use his pepper spray 
during the struggle because he and Perez were too close together and it may not have been 
effective. He said if he had pepper sprayed Perez there was the chance it may have back 
splashed on to Jensen and contaminated him. He knows the effects pepper spray has on him and 
it would have impacted his safety. 

Taser 

Jensen was carrying his Taser on the left side of his duty belt. He said he was unable to retrieve 
it while Perez was resisting his arrest because Perez had a hold of his left hand. Jensen’s Taser is 
set up for a left handed draw. He has it set up this way so he is unable to draw it with his right 
hand. This set up forces him to use his left hand to remove it. This is done intentionally and 
eliminates the chance of drawing his firearm accidentally instead of his Taser. He also said the 
Taser is not effective at close range. It is most effective at 21 feet. If he utilized the Taser at 
such a close range with Perez he could have been entangled inside the probes which would have 
incapacitated him. 

Stream light 

Jensen was carrying his Streamlight flashlight in his left sap pocket. He said he was not able to 
access it because Perez had a hold of his left arm. Jensen said he was struggling to free himself 
from Perez. 

Canine 

Jensen had his canine partner. Axel, with him on duty on the night of the shooting however, he 
left him in the patrol car on this particular call. The Investigator asked him why he left him in 
the patrol car and did not take him on the call. He replied “Per department policy we are only 
allowed to deploy our dogs for felony crimes” or to give them a break or at a canine 
demonstration. “I had no reason to take him out of the car. I wasn’t giving him a break, I wasn’t 
doing a canine demonstration and I didn’t have a felony crime to use him for.” 

The Investigator then asked Jensen why he did not call his dog as the situation escalated. He 
said because there were people outside of the liquor store and he did not want to run the risk of 
anyone getting bit that had nothing to do with the incident. There was also the possibility that 
Jensen could have been bitten. He said his decision was based upon his training as a canine 
officer. He has a “door pop” button on his belt so the rear door of the patrol car opens and 
allows the dog to come out. 

The Investigator asked Jensen why he resorted to the use of deadly force in this incident instead 
of using a less lethal force option. He replied “The fact that he (Perez) was going for my gun 
and I was in fear for my life that he was going to try to take my gun and shoot me and kill me, 
that’s why I went to lethal force.” Jensen stated during the Coroner’s Inquest that “once he 
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(Perez) grabbed a hold of my gun, I was in fear for my life. So I was not going to use a less 
lethal option if he was trying to use lethal force on me”. 
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